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TREND G

This trend was a surprise. Some participants were confused by the
affirmative wording of this item. They assumed they were being asked to choose
between alternate sites for dumping instead of looking at alternate way of solid
waste management. They want more acceptable places to dump solid wastes. They
also want more re-use and recycling.

They want less paper packaging, a ban on throw-away containers, and recycling
facilities for glass and paper. "We are a wasteful people," they said.

One recorder added: "A case in point, (holding up a copy of the trend sheet)
next time use both sides of the paper!"

One group suggested that Iowans protest the amount of money that goes into
armaments by withholding 25 percent of tax payments to the federal government in
a state-wide protest and send it to the state treasurer for use in Iowa. A more
practical suggestion was to restructure tax rates on transportation of recycled
materials.
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TREND H

The final trend dealt with the creation of new agencies to handle natural
resources matters. All groups believed this to be a very probable trend, and most
groups thought it was undesirable.

They recommended combining agencies which deal with the same resource, and
suggested a state coordinator over natural resources. An inventory of state
agencies should be taken periodically and those which have not accomplished what
they were set up to do should be abolished.

One group suggested a Futures Planning Agency and also said "Maintenance"
agencies should take a broader view. In defense of agency employees, one
participant said that if agencies are reorganized, we should pay better salaries
to attract more competent people.
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Some general observations can be made, for some messages came through
loud and clear from all groups. Whether they were talking about what changes
are needed or how such changes can be accomplished, people talked about the
need for more education. They talked about education in the formal sense of units
in schools, and they talked about more general public education about issues and
our need to understand our seemingly conflicting needs and priorities.

Another example of almost complete agreement came in answer to a question
asked about all eight trends: Who is responsible for decisions? 1In every trend,
and in all the groups, the answer was first "the people". It was very evident
that it was not a God, flag and motherhood statement but what can only be
viewed with optimism as an affirmation of the citizen's role in government.

Other responses to the questions about who makes the decisions showed the
same kind of uniformity; and almost every group also talked about our elected
representatives. Refinements, depending on the subject, talked about agencies,
and the various levels of government. There was a strong feeling that the
federal and state governments should set guidelines, and such guidelines should
be flexible enough for local interpretation, but implementation and control
should be at the local level.

There was an almost unanimous consensus that we have too much bureaucracy,
and such interesting comments as:

"Public servants who don't perform should be fired" and

"Agencies are self-perpetuiting; when the task is over the agency should be
abolished" and

"Cut the Corps of Engineers budget."

Such opinions echo the remarks made in this conference by Alvin Toffler and
Robert Theobald that people want to take back their government.

As a final action this morning the group voted to include the summary from
local and regional meetings as printed in the source book for ideas.

Many individuals expressed their hope the Iowa 2000 would be an on-going
process.
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